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Speech of Mr. Benton,
ion made by Mr. WesrcorT, to

the consideration ul"b,the bills to extend wmm

the United States over Oregon, to the first Monday

in December next, &e.

Mr. BexTox rose, and thus sddressed the Senate.

Mr. President—The bill before the Senate proposes
to extend the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the Unit-
ed States over all our territories west of the Rocky
mountasins, without saying what is the extent and
what are the limits of this territory. This is wrong,
in my opinion. We ought to define the limits within
which our agents are to do such acts as this bill con-
templates, otherwise we commit to them the solution
of questions which we find to hard for ourselves.
This indefinite extension of authority, in a case which
requires the utmost precision, forces me to speak, and
to give my opinion of the true extent of our territo-
ries beyond the Rocky mountains. I have delayed
doing this during the whole session, not from any de-
sire to conceal my oFiniona. (which, in fact, were
told to all that asked for them,) but because [ thought
it the business of negotiation, not of legislation, to
settle these boundaries. [ waited for negotiation :
but negotistion lags while events go forward ; and
now we are in the process of acting upon measures
upon the adoption of which it may no longer be in the
power either of negotiation or of legislation to con-
trol the events to which they may ’gn'e rise. The
bill befire us is without defimtion of the territory to
be occupied. And why this vagueness in a case re-
quiring the utmost precision? Why not define the
boundaries of these territories! Precisely because
we do pot know them! And this presents a cose
which requires me to wait no Jonger for negotiation,
but to come forward with my own opinions, and to do
what I can to prevent the evils of vague and indefi-
nite legislation. My object will be to show, if I can,
the true extent and nature of our territorial claims
beyond the Rocky mountains, with a view to just and
wise decisions ; and, in doing so, I shall endeavor to
act upon the great maxim, Ask nothing but what is
right—subiit to nothing that is wrong.

It is my ungracious task, in attempting to act upon
this maxim, to commence by exposing error at home,

and endeavoring to clear up some great mistakes un- |

| never exceed the distance of ten marine

leagues from the ocean; the limi! between the Brituh
jons and the line of coast which is w0 be w
ussin, ns sbove mentioned, shull be formed b{l ne
parailel 1o the windings of the coast, and which shall
from. And the line of demarcation shall follow the sum-
mit of the mountains situnted parallel 1o the coast as far
as ithe point of intersection of the 1418t Jdegree of west
Iloﬂitmk, (of the same meridian ;) and, finally, from the
| said point of intersection, the said meridian line of the
1dlm , in 1ts prolongation as far as the frozen ocean
shall form the limif between the Russian and Britsh
scssions on the continent of America to the northwest.”

These are the proofs, these the conventions which
cstablished limits on the northwest cosst of America
between the United States and Russia in 1824, and
between Great Britain and Russia in 1825. They are
identical in object, and nearly in terms; 1t grow
out of the same difficulties, and terminate in the same
way. By each the Russian claim is confined to the
coast and the islands; by each the same limit is given
both to the United States and Great Britain; and that
limit was fixed at the south end of an island, to the
latitude of which (supposed to be in 55 deg, but
found to be in fifty-four forty) the Emperor Paul had
granted the privileges of trade to the Russian Ameri-
can Fur Company. It was a limit wholly in the wa-
ter, not at all on the ‘and. The American line never
toudiies land ; the British only reaches it by going north
through Portland channel to 56 deg., and thence to
pursue the coast at ten leagues from 1t northwardly to
61 deg., and thence due north to the Frozen ocean,
leaving to the Russians only the projecting part of
the continent which approaches Asia and narrows the
ocean into the strait which Behring found, and which
bears his name. This is the Russian line on the con-
tinent with Great Britain ; the United States have no
continental line either with Russia or with Great
Britain.

I have shown you the limits established with Rus-
gia in 1823 ; I have produced the treaties which es-
tablished them ; and here, also, is a map which illus-
trates them, and shows everything precisely as I have
| read it from the treaties.

It is the map of Mr. Greenhow, a clerk in the De-

rtment of State, who, so lcng as he confines him-
'self to the business of copying maps and voyages,
does very well ; but when he goes to issuing opinions
upon national subjects and setting the world right
about the execution or non-execution ofa great trealy,
'as that the line of forty-nine was not established un-
per the treaty of Utrecht ; when he goes at this work,

this so much on now, where we offered them
s0 much expansion then. These reasons cannot be
given. There is no boundary at 54 deg. 40 min.;
and so far as we to make it one, it was foe
the British, and not for ourselves, and so ends this
redoubtable line, up to which all true Euu-iot: were 1o
march! and marching, fight ! and fighting die! if
need be ! singing all the while, with Horace—
“ Dulce et decorum est pro pa'rie mori.”

w

« Ertra oficial communication with to the Cancda
trade ™ December 31, 1506.

“ A memorial has been presenied to Lord Holland and
Lord Aukland, on the part of the Canada merchants, setting
forth a variety of injories which they eomplaie of having
sustained from the government and servants of the United
States, and praying that their complaints may be attended

testimonies, | place the letter of a gentleman who,
besides his own great authority, gives a reference to
another, who, from his long political position in our
country, the powers of his mind, and the habits of hie
life, bappens to be, of all living men, the one who
can shed most t upon the subject. I speak of

to, and redress obtained for them in the discussions which
are at present pending between the American and Byitish '
comm issioners,

“ The injories brought forward in their memorial may be
reduced to the thiee following beads: ). Their exclusion

Sweel and decen! it is to die for one’s couniry.

And this is the end of that great line ! all gone—
vanished evaporated into thin air— and the place
where it was to be found. Oh! mountain that was
delivered of a mouse, thy name shall hencefurth be
fifty-four forty ! And thus, Mr. President, I trust |
have exploded one of the errors into which the public
mind has been led, and which it is necessary to get
rid of before we can find the right place for our Ore-
gon boundaries.

I proceed to another part of the same family—the
dofm- of the unity and indivisibility of the Oregon
title, and its resulting corollary of all or none. It is
assumied by the ** friends of Oregon™ to be all one
title all the way from 42 deg up to 54 ‘5 40 mip.—
no break in it; and consequently, ** all or none™ is
the only logical splution which our claim to it can
receive. Well, this may be brave and patriotic ; but
is it wise and true! And can we, with clear con-
sciences, and without regard to consequences, pass a
law upon that principle, and send our agents there to
execute it! These are the questions which present
themselves to my mind, and in answering which |
wish to keep before my eyes the first half of the great
maxim—ask for nothing but what is right. 1 answer,
then, that it is not true that our title to what is called
all Oregon is not one, but several; that it consists of
parts, and is good for part, and bad for part; and that
nothing just or wise can be determined in relation to
it without separating these parts into their proper
divisions, and giving to each division the separate
consideration and judgment which belongs to it
Thus the title to the Columbia river and its valley
was complete ; the claim to Frazer's river and its
valley began; and the claims to the islands and
consis rests upen o different state of facts, and a dif-
ferent principle of natiosal law, from that which
applies 1o the continent,

The title to the Columbia river and its valley rests
upon discovery and settlement, and was complete
before our acquisition of the Spanish title in 1819,

rom Lowisiana,
“ By the third-article of the treaty of 1794, it is agreed

that it shall at all times be free to bis Majesty’s subjects and :

!
| the citizens of the United States freely 10 pass by land or
linlatd navigation into the respective teriilosies and countries
of the two parties on the continent of America, and to pavi-
‘gate all the lakes and walers thereof, and fieely to carry on
trade with each other.™

’ “ Bat notwith=tanding this express stipulation, which se-
cure's to his majesty’s subjects, without limitation or reser-
vation, the sight of commercial intercourse by land or inland
pavigation with all the territories of the United States on
the conlinent of America, the Governor of Louisiana has
thought proper to exclude them from the commerce of that
extensive province, unless they abjure their allegiance to his
majesty, and take an oath of allegiance to the Usited Ststes;
and the same Governor has also taken it upon him to pro-
hibit the introdoction of any goods or merchandise which
are nol the property of cilizens of the United States.”

“ This atbitrary proceeding, besides being a direct viola-
tion of the treaty of 1794, is highly detrimenial to the pri-
vate interest of the Canada merchants, for it excludes them
from a country where they have becn carrying on trade suc-
cessfully for many years without interruption from the
Epaniards, having lafterly pushed their commercial posts
even 1o the banks of the Missousi, and augmented the sale
of their goods in Louisiana to the amoust of about forty or
fifty thousand pounds annually.™

This is the complaint—exclusion from Louisiana by
the United States Governor of that province. We
took possession of Upper Louisiana in March, 1804 ;
the complaint was made in London in 1806 ; conse-
quently the exclusion was enforced very soon after
we took possession. The question now is, upon what
authority did the Governor act in making this exclu-
sion, and to what line Jid he extend it? Doubtless
by order of his own government ; but it is good to be
certain; and in the case of Mr. Greenhow's over-
shadowing authority ; backed as it is by the Senator
from Michigan, it becomes pecessary to prove every-
thing, even that a Governor of upper Louisiana had
the aothority of his government for the boundaries of
his province. Fortunately the first Governor of upper
Louisiana was & man of letters as well as of the
sword, and employed his leisure hours in drawing up

der which the public mind has labored. {the Lord deliver us from the bumbug. Bul here is

It has been assumed for two years, and the assump- | ¢j,0 ;map, with the lines all right upon it, drawn in
tion has been made the cause of all the Oregon ex- | the water and along the cvast according to the trea-
citement in the country, that we have a dividing line | 4i.s.  First a few dots in the water at the end of
with Russia, made so by the convention of 1324, |piince of Wales island, in latitude 44 deg. 40 min. ;

The claim to Frazer's river and its valley, and to the | a history of the-country which he was sent to govern.
coasts and islands in front of it, began in 1819, and | It was Major Amos Stoddard, who afterwards lost bis
rests upon the discoveries of Spanish pavigators ; and | life at Fort Meigs, during the late war with Great
of these discoveries, the islands and the continent| Britain. In his useful work, modestly called ** Sketches
have very different degrees of evidence to exhihit.|of Louisiana,” he thus speaks of the northern bound-

along the parallel of fifty-four degrees furty minutes, | yhon a dotted line up north, through the middle of
from the sea to the Rocky mountains, up to which | poriland channel, to latitude 56 ; then northwestwardly
our title is good. Tﬁ:] a great mistake. No such ‘along the cvast, and ten leagues from it, to 61 deg.;
line was ever establ : and, so far as proposed

. . and then north to the Frozen ocean. No line at
and discussed, it was proposed and discussed as a |

The public treaties will prove there is no such line;|  Apd here is another map which illustrates error,

documents will prove that, so far as fifty-four forty, and shows you a lipe on paper where there is none on

from the sea to the mountains, was ever proposed as | ear

a northern boundary for eny power, it was proposed | ¢apd extra copies to be printed for the instruction of
by us furklhe E_}”;‘r"h' nlri(_l _':"]’t for 09}:301;’991. oo | the people. Here it goes, running straight through
To make mysell intelligible in what I shall say on | f0m the sea to the mountains, caring f-_.'rr nothing in
e pin, s ey o g0 bk o the et oF 2o cuting aks n. o, doiding g
a J Dty I ] - | = - PPy
wilectinn of ecircumstances out of which that conven- i iDg posss fmm. em!;fotl;.er. !Fd r.‘?ckl%‘? gl s
. The ci . N 3 | except to t_hll;;w fifty-four forty. mt 1t pursuves |
e, iy e circumstances were these: In the | iy, yudeviating fidelity ; and the engraver has mark-
ear 1821 the Emperor Alexander, acting upon a Jead- | og strong on the map, that no one may overlook it.

ing idea of Russian policy (in relation to the north |1, all this there is but one fault, and that is, that
Plrlﬁc mn) frllm Ule time Uf Pe‘er lhe (Jﬂ'.'al| un- thf.‘l’e ig no .Uch [h:ng! no 5u|:h “ne "Ip_;n enrlh!

dertook to treat that ocean as a close sea, and to ex- |, Yer was, and never can be, by any principle recog-

ercise municipal authority over a great extent of its | nized at the time that the Russian convention of 1524
shores and waters. In September of that year, the | was made.

e : all along 54 deg. 40 mwin. to the Rocky mountains; | _
nﬂrthern Brltl‘h, Ilnd notas a nnﬂh(‘t’l‘l -'\ merican hﬂe. snd th“l i* figh!' r._,r th(_. [roa‘i@g never pul one [Ilcrc_ i gnod “v’Or ﬂ” or ﬂﬂnf."

th. and of which the Senate has ordered ten thou. | country, and require separate consideration and judg- |

| set the world right, bas denied that commissaries ever

I mention these differences of title as facts too well |ary of his province:

known to require documents to prove them; and lhe‘ “ The commerce of Croza,by the terms of the patent, ex-
bare statement of which should be sufficient to explode | tended to the utmost limit of Lovisiana in that quaiter, which
the dogma of the unity and indivisibility of the|by the trealy of Utrecht in 1713, was fixed at the 49th
Oregon title. It is not *“all one litle.” It is nul'ld"""_‘ ‘ .

It is not a unity. There! Thisis Major Stoddard’s account of this northern
are breaks in it; and these breaks sre sufficiently | boundary, and of the line from which and by which
large to cover large geographical divisions of the | he excluded British traders from Louisiana. He did
it by virtue of the line of Utrecht; and no British
Minister in that day did or would deny its existence,
or impugn its validity. Lords Holland and Aukland,
to whom the complaint of the Canadian merchants

ment. That consideration will be given at the proper
place: at present I limit myse!f to the correction of|
the error, =0 widely spread over the public mind, that : : .
the Oregon title is all one title, from 42 deg. to 54 | Was made, refused lo present it officially to our min-
deg. 40 min. | isters. They do not, In fact, appear to have spoken
I come to the line of Utrecht, the existence of|® word on the subject, or done any thing more than
which is denied upon this floor by Sepators whose | present their memorial to our ministers. Certain it
fate it scems to be to assert the existence of a line |18, the complaint remained without redress.
that is not, and to deny the existence of one that is.| But the efforts of the British fur-traders did not
A clerk in the department of State has compiled a | 5top at this repulse. The next year the Earl of Sel-
volume of voyages and treaties, and, undertaking to | kirk, bead of the Hudson Bay Company, went to
; London to renew the complaints of the fur-traders in

met under the treaty of Utrecht and fixed boundaries | ® more formal manner, and to claim their restoration

Emperor issued a decree, bottomed upon this preten-
sion, assuming exclusive sovereignty and jurisdiction
over both shores of the nurth Pacifie ocean, over
the high seas in front of each coast, to the ex-
tent of one hundred Italian miles, from Behring's
Straits down to latitude fifty-one, on the American
coast, and to forty-five on the Asiatic; and denounc-
ing the penaltics of confiscation upon all ships, of
whatsoever nation, that should approach the coasts
within the interdigted distances. This was a very
startling decree. Coming from a feeble nation, it
would have been smiled at; coming from Russia, it
gave nneasiness to all nations.

Great Britain and the United States, as having the
largest commerce on the north Pacific ocean, and as
having large territorial claims on the nurthwest coast

rof America, were the first to take the alarm and to
send remonstrances to St. Petersburg against the for-
midable ukase. They found themselves suddenly
thrown together, and standing side by side in this new
and porteutous contest with Russia. They remonstrated

in concert, and here the wise and parific conduct of

the Emperor Alexander displayed itself in the most
prompt and honorable manner. He immediately sus-
pended the ukase, (which, in fact, had remained with-
out execution,) and invited the United States and
Great Britain to unite with Russia in a convention to
settle amicably and in a spirit of mutual convenience
all the questions between them, and especially their
respective territorial claims on the northwest coast of
America. This magnanimous proposition was imme-
diately met by the two powers in a corresponding
spirit; and, the ukase being voluntarily relinquished
by the Emperor, a convention was quickly signed by
Russia with each power, settling, =o far as Russia
was concerned with each, all their territorial claims
in northwest America. The Emperor Alexander had
proposed that it should be a joint convention of the
three powers—a tripartite convention—settling the
claims of each and of all at the same time: and if
this wise suggestion had been followed, all the subse-
quent and ;ﬁ the present difficulties between the Un-
ited States and Great Britain with respect to this ter-
ritory would have been entirely avoided. But it was
not followed : an act of our own prevented it. Afer
Great Britain had consented, the non-colonization

inciple—the principle of non-colonization in Amer-
ica by any European power—was promulgated by
our government; and for that reason Great Britain
chose to treat separately with each power, and so it
was doune.

(Great Britain and the United States treated scpar-l

ately with Russia, and with each other; and each
came to agreements with Russia, but 1o none among
themselves. The agreements with Russia were con-

tained in two conventions, signed nearly at the same |

time, and nearly in the same words, limiting the ter-
ritorial claim of Russia to 54 deg. 40 min. confining
her to the coast and islands, and leaving the continent
out to the Rocky mountaius, to be divided between
the United States and Great Britain by an agreement
between themselves. The Emperor finished up his

own business, and quit the concern. In fact, it would | ing to stipulate to make no settlements north of the 51st! iy the a

l

seem, from the promptitude, moderation, and feirness
with which he adjusted all differences both with the
United States and Great Britain, that his only object
of issuinz the alarming ukase of 1821, was to bring
these powers to a settlement, acting upon the homely,

“ but wise maxim, that short setllements make long
friends.

These are the circumstances out of which the Brit-
ish and American conventions grew with Russia in
the years 1524 and 1825. They are public treaties,

to all perusal, and eminently worthy of being
read. | will read the third article of each—the one
which applies to boundaries—and which will confirm
all that | have said. The article in the convention
with the United States is in these words :

Art. 3, It is moreover agreed, that, hereafter, there
shall not be formed, by the citizens of the United Statrs,
or under the authonty of the said States, any establish-
ment uyon the northwest coust of Amenea, nor in any of
the island. N’jﬂclul, to the north ofﬂty—fa.r d(:rm

and forty minutes of north latitude ; and that, in the same
manner, there shall none be formed by Russiun subjects,

:r:hrmulbwityofllﬁt,m of the same paral-
.4 L

This is the article which governs the American
boundary with Russia, confined by its precise term to
the islands and cossts, and having no manner of rela-
tion to the continent. The article in the British con-
véntion with Russia, governing her boundary, is in
the same words, so fur as the limit is concerned, and
otly more explicit with respect to the continent. Like

own, it is the third article of the convention, and
in these words : Sl
“Anr. 3. The lina of demarcation between the

od the ioea

between the British northern and French Canadian
' to be enough to quiet the excitement which has been | possessions in North America. That denial bas been
| got up about it ; but there is more to come. I set |produced and accredited on this floor by a Senator in
|out with saying that, although thie fifty-four ﬁnrlyuus_plnce. (Mr. Cass;) and this production of a blun-
was never established as a northern boundary for the | dering book, with this Scnatorial endorsement of its
I United States, yet it was proposed to be established as | asse_niun, lays me under the necessity olr' correcting
'a northern boundary, not for us, but for Great Britain ! | & third error which the * fifty-fuur forties " hug to
'and that proposal was made to Great Britain by our- | their bosom, and the correction of which becomes
'selves. This must sound like a strange statement in | necessary for the vindication of history, the estab-
the ears of the fifty-four forties, but it is no more | lisment of a political right, and the protection of the
| strange than true ; and, after stating the facts, I mean Senate ‘frum the eusp:t‘jun of ignorance.

to prove them. The plan of the United States at| I affirm that the line was established; that “the
!that time was this: that each of the three powers
(Great Britain, Russia, and the United States) having
claims on the northwest coast of America should di-
| vide the country between them, each taking a third. |
| In this plan of partition each was to receive a share
' of the continent from the sea to the Rocky mountains,
Russia taking the northern slice, the United States | positions, the first of which is, that this line was
the southern, and Great Britain the centre, with fifly- | t*nfu'rcod by us (without any thing else but the treaty
four forty for her northern boundary and forty-mmne | of Utreclit to stand upon) for fifteen years—from 1803
| as her southern. The document from which T now | to 13]8—_38 the northern boundarylline of Louisiana
| read will say fifty-one; but that was the first offer; 'and submitted to as such by the British government ;
forty-nine was the real one, ag [ will hereafler show. ' and British traders thereby kept out of our territories
This was our plan. The moderation of Russia de- | west of the Missi_ﬂsippl, wl:ilg our own ftreaties let
feated it. That power had no settlements on that | them into our territories on this side of the river. In
part of the continent, and rejected the continenta]l ® word, I will show that this treaty of Utrecht saved
share which we offered her. She limited herself to ! us from a calamity for fifteen years, in our new ter-
the coasts and islands, where she had settlements ;| ritory of Louisiana, acquired from France, which the
| and left Great Britain and the United States to share | treaty of peace of 1783, and Mr. Jay's treaty of 1754
| the continent between themselves. But before this exposed us to in our old territories of the United
was known we had proposed to her fifty-four forty for States, conquered for us by our futhers in the war of
the Russian southern boundary, and to Great Britain the revolution. This is my first position, and this is
| the same for her northern boundary. T say fifty-four | the case which sustains 1t.

forty ; for, although the word in the proposition was | In the year 1803 the United States acquired Loui-
fifty-five, yet it was on the principle which gave fifty. siana, and with it became a party to all the treatics
four forty—namely, runsing from the south end of which concerned the boundaries of that province,
Prince of Wale's island, supposed to be in fifty-five, | The treaty of Utrecht was one of these, and the par-
but found to have a point to 1t running down to fifty- | allel of forty-nine one of the lines established by it,
| four forty. We proposed this to Great Britain. She| and governing its northern boundary. We soon had
|refnsed it, saying she would establish her northern “occasion _fur the protection of that boundary.
boundary with Russia, who was on her north, and not | ish connivance and weakness had suflfered British
with the United States, who was on her south. This | traders to invade the whole northern flank of Louisi-
| scemed reasonable ; and the United States then, and | ana, from the lake of the Wouds to the head-waters
'not until then, relinquished the business of pressing | of the Missouri river ; and on our acquisition of that
fifty-four forty upon Great Britaiu for her northern 'Pprovince we found these traders in the actual posses-
I Mlindar?- The proof 18 In the Execu[i\'e ducurnents_ ﬂ]OI‘! of (he‘ Iﬂdlﬂ-n trade lllfﬂ\lgbﬂul l“ that extensive
'Here it is—a despatch from Mr. Rush, our minister | region. These traders were doing immense mischief

Well, tlhere is no such line! and that would seem

shall produce some new proofs, and take some new

December 19, 1823: | by poisoning their minds and preparing them for war

“1 at once unfolded to him (Mr. Canning) the propo- ‘against the United States. The."e"_ ty of peace and
sals of my government, which were: 1. That, as re- Mr. Jay's treaty, under the delusive idea of recipro-

Spnn-I

|siana. That gentleman, as head of the Hudson Bay
| Company—as founder of the colony on Lake Winipee

British traders from Louisiana—ought to know some-
thing about his own rights and wrongs: and in
bringing these before the British ministry for redress,
ought to be supposed to state his case as strongly as
truth and justice would allow. He does g0; but not
strongly enough to deny the fact of the Line of 49 deg.
under the treaty of Utrecht. That line was doing
| him all the mischief: the short remedy was to deny

and, secondly, that the long occupation of the St.
Peter’s river, and of the Missouri above the Mandan

I

|

an admission of their right to trade in Louisiana, and
should be conclusive upon the United States. Ina
memorial to Lord Holland, in 1807, he presents these

| views at much length, and sustains them by argu-|

ments, of which these are specimens :

“ Understanding that you are at present engaged in set-|

tling with the Ametican plenipotentiaries the boundaries
between the province of Louisiana and the Buitish American

dominions, i beg leave to call your attention to some sug-|

gestions, To the upper pait of Missouri
| Britain has a preferable elaim. About latuitude 47 the Biitish
traders, coming in from the Hud:on Bay territories, main-
tained a traffic with the Mandan lodians. These Gaders were
the first Eurcprans who obtained apy knowledge of the
sources of the Missouii, and they bad laid down the course
of that viver from the Mandsns up to the Rocky mountains,
with great minuteness, many years before the journey of
Messs, Lewis and Clatke. The claim of Gieat Biitain to
the uprer Missouri country is equally valid, and 1ests on the
same ground as her claim to Noolka sound, and ihe couniry
west of the Rocky Mountains on the ocean. > " *
" *  Theie are abundance of grounds for denying
that there are any rights in the Ameiican government to
| found its claims oa the stipulations of the tieaty of
Utiecht. * * *  The stipulations of the treaty
lo{ Utrecht, as to the limits of the Hudson Bay territories,
| do not bear at all upon the guestion. The limits 6
| that treaty were for Canada, not Louisiana.
| Allow me only briefly to observe that the treaty of Utrecht,
nol having been renewed at the peace of Amiens, would not

1

to the privileges of trade within the limits of Loui- |

—as the person most injured by the exclusion of

villages, without objection from the Spaniards, was |

xed by |
. -

igh
Colonel Timhyh#ickering—m friend and compan-
ion of Washington—his quarter-inaster general du-
ring the war of the revolution—his Postmaster Gener-

the treaty stipulations of 1753 and 1794 which gave
them & right to its navigation.

The maintenance of this new line, which was not
only to protect the Mississippi river, but sli Louisi-
ana. from British ingression, was a primary object of
M. Jefferson ; and for that purpose the rejection of the
fifth article of Mr. King's treaty became indi ble.
The New England senators dreaded the loss of the
whole treaty, if the fifth article was expunged : nine

al, Secretary of War, and Secretary of State, during |
his presidency—a member of this body at the time the
treaty was ratified which made usa party to the treaty
of Utrecht—and always a man to consider and 10 un-

| derstand what he was about. In fact, Washington wan-

ted no other sort of a man about him. The writer of the
letter, (Timothy Pitkin, author of the work on statis-
tics,) on reading some account of the talk here about
the treaty of Utrecht, and seeing what lack of infor-
mation was in the American Senate, wrote a letter to
a member of this body, [Mr. WesstER,] to give him
his memoranda of that treaty some forty years ago.—
This letter is an invaluable testimony of the events to
which it relates; it combines the testimony of two
eminent men ; and [ send it to the secretary’s table
tobe read. It is dated Utica, New York, April 9th,
1846 :

“] perceive by the debates in the Senale on the Oregon
question, that, in a decision of this important subject, no
little stress is laid by some of its membe: s on the line settied
between France and Esgland, under the treaty of Utrecht,
in 1713, and that by others it is contended that no evidence
actually exists that such a setilement was made under that
lreaty.

“1 wa: somewhat surprised that General Case should
bave ventured, in a public speech, to have placed himself

clerk 1o the department of State. [ have for a long lime con-
sidered that this line was adjusted by commissaries appoint-
ed under that treaty ; and in reading the speeches of Messrs.
Cass and Benton, and your own significan! questions on the
subject, | thought proper to examine my documents and mem-

On such examination I found the following extract on this
subject from Mr. Hutchins’s Historieal Narrative and Topo-
graphical Deseription of Loulsiana and West Florida, printed
at Philadeiphia in 1784,

“ After staling the grant to Crozet, of Louisiana, Hutchins,
who was then, I believe, geographer to the United States,
proceeds to say: “ As o Canada or New France, the French
conit would scarcely admit it had any other northern bound-
ary than the pole. The avidity of Great Britain was equal;
but France, baving been unfortunate in the warof 1710, the
northemn boundary of Capada was fixed by the treaty of
Utreeht io 1713, It assigns New Britaia and Hudson's Bay
en the north of Canads, to Great Britain ; snd commissioners
afterwards, on both sides, ascertained the limits by an imagi-
nary line running from a cape or promonfory in New Britain,
on the Atlantic ocean, in fifty degrees thirly minutes north
latitude ; then southwest to the Lake Misgasing, or Mistas-
sin ; from thence further southwest direct to the latitude of
forty-nine degrees. All the lands to the north of the imagi-
nary line being assigned to Great Britain, and all south-
waid of that line, to as far as the river 8t. Lawrence, to the
French.

“These were at that time,” he adds, *the true limits of
Louisiana and Canada, Crozet’s Graot nol subsisting long af-
ter the death of Louis X1V.'

* The above extract is taken from a long communication
made to Mr. Jeflerson, by Colonel Pickering, on the 18th of
January, 1804, when the treaty of Mr. King, and of bounda-
ries, was under consideration ; and, of course, after our pur-
chase of Louisiana. 1 presume, therefore, it 15 correet,
though 1elative to King’s treaty some difference of opinion
existed between Jefferson and Pickering. 1 have been una-
ble, in this place, to have access to this work of Hutchins;
it was, no doubt, well known to Mr. Jefferson.

“1am not able o iuforma you whether he answered, in
wriling, the above communication of Colone] Pickering ; but
| from his declarations made 1o me and others, on the 23d of
| January, 1506, be then fully believed this lire to have been
thus settled, in pursuance of the treaty of Utrecht.

“ At thatl time, conversing with me and others, at a din-
| ner party, on the favorite subject of Lewis & Clark’s expedi-
tion to the Pacific, he declared, (according to my memoran-
dum made at the time) ‘that by the treaty of Utrecht, in
1713, between the English and French, the line belween
Louisiana snd the English country was setiled in latitude
40°; and this was the reason why, in our treaty with the
English, in 1783, our northern boundary was placed at the
Lake of the Woods, which was in latitude 49°.°

“ Nol having seen Hutching mentioned, or referred lo in
this debate, I have been induced to send you this extract
from bim, and also my above memorandum, to bring the
same to your police and recollection, [valeal guaniam valere

polest.” )

This is the letter of Mr. Pitkin, with the extract
from Mr. Pickering. It is not the recollection of an
old man, bot the written-down account of what be
saw and knew forty years ago, and written down at
the time he saw it and knew it. It is full and com-

commissaries met, and did their work ; and that what | its existence, if it conld be denied. . On the contrary, | Plele t{!lhe point iuqugstn'm. The rcfereqce to Hutch-
they did hos becn acquiesced in by all the powers|be admits the fact of former existence, and only | ine's historical narrative, and topographical deserip-
interested from the year 1718 down to the present|argues against present existence, and present appli- | tion of Louisiana, is correct. The work is not in our
time. This is my affirmation ; and, in support of it, | cability. His argument is, first, that the treaty of|library, but several friends have sent me copies of it

and without repeating any thing said heretofore, 1| Utrecht was not revived by the treaty of Amiens, of | from different parts of the United States, and, on
1801 ; and, therefore, that it wes abrogated by war; |

comparison, I find Mr. Pickering's extract to be
correct to a letter. The reference of Mr. Pitkin to
what passed, in his presence, at Mr. Jefferson’s table,
in 1806, in relation to the Lake of the Woods, recalls
a fact which ought to be taught in the schools, to the
little girls, in their tiny geographies, instead of be
ing disputed by bearded men in the American Senate.
That lake, for an hundred and thirty years, has been
a landmark among nations; for more than sixty
years—{rom the date of our national existence—it has
been a prominent mark in our natiopal boundaries.
The treaty of Utrecht made it so! and he that does
not know this great historical incident may find it out
by tasting the intellectual cramb which fell from Mr.
| Jefferson’s table in 1806, and which Mr. Pitkin bas
preserved for a feast this day in the American Senate.
| Mr. Jefferson's table was one at which something else
| besides the body was fed. 1 was never at it but once,
and then | sat there five hours; not for the Burgundy,
| which was, in fact—what a certain American minis-
| ter said of the king of Portugal's dinner—* cxcellent,”
but for the conversation, which was divine. And now
I will say that [ saw Mr. Pickering once, and under
circumstances to remember him also. It was at the ex-
tra session of Congress, in 1813—he a member of
| the House of Representatives, I a looker-on from the
{bot and suffocating gallery, beiter paid for my
sufferance than those who are listening to me now. |

'saw an aged man, always in his seat, always atten- |

tive, always respectful. The decorum of his conduet

among the lalter upon the statemeots of Mr, Greenhow, a '

orandums for some proof of the opinion I bad thus formed.— |

in London, to Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, dated , among our Indians on this side of the Mississippi, |

have been available even to France, if she had remaioed at| struck me; I inquired his name; it turned out 10 be

peace with us and in possession of Louisiana.” | one who had been formed in the school of Washing-
Thus argues the Earl of Selkirk, admiting the fact | ton, of whom I knew but little up to that time but
of boundaries lixed under the treaty of Utrecit, and | through thie medium of party watchwords, and of whom

only arguing against the present existence and appli- | [ then said, that, if events should ever make me a

garded the country Iym(f between the Stony mountains
and the Pacific ocean, Great Britain, the United States, |
and Russia, should jointly enter into a convention, simi-
lar in its nature to the third article of the convention of
the 20th October, 1818, now existing betweer the two
former powers, by which the whole of that country
| westward of the Stony mountains, and all its waters,
| would be free and open to the citizens and subjects of the
! three powers as long as the joint convention remained in
i force. This, my government proposed, should be for the
term of ten years. 2. That the United States were will-

| degree of north latitude on that coast, provided Great
Britnin stipulated to make none south of 51, or north of
55, and Russia to make none south of 55."

Here is the offer, in the most explicit terms, in
1823, to make fifty-five, which was in fact fifty-four

here is her answer to that proposition. [t is the next
paragraph in the same despatch from Mr. Rush to Mr.
Adams:

“Mr. Canning expressed no opinion on any of these
points ; but hie inquiries and remarks, onder that which
proposes to confine the British settlements between 51
and 55, were evidently of a nature to indicate strong ob-
jections on his side, though he professed 1o speak onl

that his objections were directed 10 our proposal of not
letting Grent Britain go above 55 north with her settle-
ments ; while we allowed Russia to come down to that |

line with hers. In treating of this coast, he hud supposed
that Great Britain had her northern question with Russia,
s8 her southern with the United Staies. He could see a
motive lor the United States desiring to stop the settle-
ments of Great Britain southward ; but he bad not before
known of their desire to stop them northward, and above
all, over limits coneeded to Russia. It was to this effect
that Lis suggestions went."

This was her answer, refusing to take, in 1823, as
a northern boundary, coming south for quality, what
is now prescribed to her, at the peril of war, for a
southern boundary, with nothing north ! for although
the fact happens to be that Russia is not there, bound-
ing us on the north, yet that makes no difference in
the philosophy of our fifty-four-fortyites, who believe
it to be so, and, on that belief, are ready to E‘M.*
Their notion is, that we go jam up to 54 deg. 40 min.,
and the Russians cume jam down to the same, leav
no place for the British lion to put down a paw,
lbonﬂo:ht&wdnnldhmhuu' than the svle of
the s wihich sought a u'l'x lace from

to

|

forty, the northern boundary of Great Britain; and |

1

city, gave them this privilege of trade in the old
territories of the United States. Experience of its
evil effects had taught a lesson of wisdom ; and, while
vainly striving to get rid of the treaty stipulations
which admitted these Indians on this side of the
Mississippi river, the treaty of Utrechit was eagerly
seized upon to expel them from the other. Mr.
Greenhow's compilation was not published at that
time, and Mr. Jefferson and his cabinet, proceeding
according to the lights of their little farthing candles,
bsence cf that vast luminary, just took the
line of forty-nine as the northern boundary of Lou-
siana, and drove all the British traders to the north
of that line.

These traders complained loudly and appealed to
their government ; but the British ministry, just as
much in the dark as Mr. Jefferson and his cabinet,
refused to take official notice of the complaint, only
presented it unofficially to the United States Ministers
in London, and asked as a favor, not as a right, the

cability of these boundaries.
none of these views; he presented the paper, without
comment, to the American ministers who, in sending
it home to their government, characterized it as ap
“idle paper,” and took no further notice of it. It was,
in fact, an idle paper, But not guite idle enough, in
any sense of the word, to deny the work of the com-
missaries under the treaty of Utrecht.

But to go on with the proofs.

In the year 1805, being the second year after the
acquisition of Louisiana, President Jefferson sent
ministers to Madrid, Messrs. James Monroe and
| Charles Pinkney, to adjust the eastern and south-west-
ern boundaries with her; and, in doing so, the prin-
ciples which had governed the settlement of the north-
ern boundary of the same province became a proper
illostration of their ideas. They quoted these prin-
ciples, and gave the line of Ulrecht as the exam-
ple; and this to Don Pedro Cevallos, one of the
most accomplished statesmen in Europe.  They say
to him:

privilege .of trading in Louisiana south of 49 deg.
Of course this favor was not granted ; and thus Brit-
ish traders were excluded from Louisiana by the
treaty of Utrecht, while admitted into the old north-

from first impressions. 1t is more proper, | should n,’]west territory of the Union by virtue of our treaties | important trealies concerning hose possessions, and the

The treaty of Utrecit di '
y of Utrecat did for; that of Paris in 1763. In conformity with the tenth article

with Great Britain.
us what our own treaties did not. And this was the
case from the year 1503, the year of the acquisition
of Louisiana, until 1818, the year of concluding the
convention with Great Britain which adopted the line |
of Utrecht as far as the Rocky mountains. Then,
for the first time, the northern line of Louisiana was
agreed upon in a treaty between the United States and
Great Britain. That convention was an act of su
rerogation, so far as it followed the line of Utrecht—
an act of deep injury so far as it stopped it. The
line of 49 deg. was just as well established and just
as well respected and observed from the Lake of the
Woods to the Rocky mountains before that conven-
tion as after it. Nay, more; it was the understood
line between those mountains to the sea, and would
itself have settled the Oregon question, and settled it
wisely and hneﬁcl:lelg. if it had only been permitted
to remain unmutilated.

This is the case. Now for the proofa,

I read extracts from an unofficial eommuniecation
made by the British ministers, in 1806, to Mesers.
Monroe and Pinckney, our ministers at that time
London, and by them communicated to our own
ernment. It is the substance of the complaints
the Canada merchants against the Governor of

“ It is believed that this principle has been admitted and
acted on invariably since the discovery of Ameiica, in re-
spect to their possessions theie, by all the European powers,
It i« particularly illustrated by the stipulatioms of 1heir most

pasties under them, viz: tbe treaty of Utrecht in 1713, and

of the first mentioned treaty, the boundary between Canada
and Louisianna on the one side, and the Hudson Bay and
Noithwestern Companies on the other, was established by
commissasies, by a line (o commence st a cape or promonto-
ry on the ocean, in 58° 31" north latitude ; to run thence,

southwestwardly, to latitude 49° north from the equator ;

and along that line indefinitely westward. Since that time,

no attemp! has been made fo extend the limits of Louisiana

ot Canada to the aerfh of that line, or of those companies to

:I;;lwl of it, by purchase, cpnquest, or granis from the
ans.”

This is what Messrs. Monroe and Charles Pinkney
said to Don Pedro Cevallos—a minister who must be
supposed to be as well acquainted with the treaties
which settled the boundaries of the late Spanish pro-
vinee of Louisiana as we are with the treaties which
settled the boundaries of the United States. The line
of Utrecht, and in the very words which carry it from
the Lake of the Woods to the Pacific ocean, and
which confine the British to the porth, and the French
and Spanish to the south of that line, are gquoted to
Mr. Cevallos as a fact which he and all world
knew. He received it as such; and thus Spanish au-
thority comes in aid of British, French and American,
to vindicate our rights and the truth of histery.

Mr. President, when a maa is ling in a
cause, Le generally help, and from
seen and
with me in this affair of the Utrecht 5

hande have hastened to bear J the

| orum.

The line of Utrecht is termed by Mr. Pickering, an
| * imaginary ™ line. That is correct. It was never

| run, nor intended to be run, nor possible to be run.— | With a clerk in

The treaty required it to be ** determined ;" and it
was determined by astronomical points and lines and
by geographical features—the high lands parting two
of systems of waters—those of Hudson's Bay and those
the Canadian lakes. And here I will say there were
two sets of bouudaries to be established under this
same treaty of Utrecht:
which was done as stated with the year limited
otherion the south of Canada, between Acadia and the
British colonies on the Atlantic, for which no time
was limited, and which was never done.
ing these two sets of boundaries, one of which was
detcrmined and the other not, may have led some
minds into error—those minds which cannot apply
words to things.

Mr. Pitkn, in this letter, speaks of a long commu- |
nication made by Colonel Pickering on the 18th of
January, 1804, to Mr. Jefferson, when the treaty of Mr. |
King was under consideration, and after the purchase
of Louisiana. Without doubt that was the identical |
paper transmitted by Mr. Madison to Mr. Monroe, ]
with his offieial despatch to that minister of February |
14th, 15304, as “*a paper slating the authority won

|

which the decision of the commissioners under the
treaty of Ulrecht rests, and the reasoning opposed to
the construction making the 49th degree of latitude the |
northern boundary of Lousiana.” | menationed that pa~ |
per once before, when it was pretty well cried down |
by the senator from Michigan, [Mr Cass.] I men-
tion it now sgain, under better auspices, and with
hopes of better results. The author is found, and
found where he ought to be, among those who feared |
the effect of rejecting the fifth article of Mr, Rufus |
King's treaty of 1803. That treaty settled our whole
northern boundary with Great Britain, from Passama- }
quoddy bay to the Lake of the Woods, and to the
head of the Mississippi; the 5th article of it brought
the line from the lake by the shortest course to the
Mississippi ; it closed up the long standing controver-
sy about the course of that line, Now, it happened
that the treaty for the purchase of Louisiana was
tiated in Paris about the same time that Mr. King's
treaty was iated in London, and without his
knowledge. The two treaties arrived in the United
States went to the S;nn; her, with a
recommendation from Mr. to reject
mu&hdlnw“ty.m the ac-
ition of Louisiana gave usa line from
of the Woods which would run clear north of ti

|

So it has
in this case; and, af the head of these opportune

one on the north of Canada, ' i . :
: the | away the rubbish which had been piled up in my path.

Confound- | far we shall be right, and how

| in exercising the jurisdiction and sovereignty which

NEEO=| or no license. The result shows tha

of them voted aguninst the striking out; and it was

while this treaty was under consideration in the Sen-
ate that Mr. Pickering. one of the nine, communicsted
this pnfer to Mr. Jefferson, not at all denying the 49th
parallel as the line of Utrecht, but arguing against

the construction which would now make that line the
northern boundary of Louisiana. The tenor of his

argument is not given; possibly the Earl of Selkirk

fell upon seme parts of it in his memorial to Lord
Holland, when he supposed it to be abrogated by war,
and superseded by the connivance of the Spaniards in
permitting the British to occupy the whole left flank of
Louisiana as low down in places as 45 deg. Mr. Jef-
ferson adhered to his new line. The fifth article was
struck out. The whole treaty was risked and lost,
and it was forty years afterwards, and we all know
with what angry discussions, with wiat dangers of
war, with what expense of money in calling out troops,
this long-contested boundary was at last established.
All this was risked, all this was encountered, to save
the line of Utrecht! Yet we now find that line de-
nied, and all the organs, great end small, blowing
away with might and main to swell the loud notes of
| denial, and to drown the voice which speaks up for
the truth.

Several copies of Hutchins's geographical work heve
been sent to me, all containing the words transcribed
by Mr. Pickering. Other works also have been sent
me. [ have more meterial on hand than [ can use,
and must limit myself to a brief selection. Among
these books sent me is one of special authority—the
geographical work of Thomas Jeffreys, Esq., geo-
grapher to his Royal Highness the Prince of Wales,
| printed at the corner of St. Martin's lane, near Char-

ing Cross, London, A. D. 1753. This royal geogra-
pher, who would hardly curtail the fair proportions of
the dominions t0 whose heir apparent (afterwards
George I11.) he was addressing Lis work, thus spcaks
of the line which parts the British Hudson Bay and
the French Canadian possessions:

“ Beginning at Davis’s inlet, on the east coast of Labrador
or New Britain, in the latitude of about 56 degrees, and
drawing it with a curve through the Lake Abitibis, dowe to
the 49th degree of latitude; from thence to be continved 1o
'he northwest ocean, as it was settled by commissioners un«
der the treaty of Utrecht.™

Mr. Jeffreys adds to this description of the line of
Utrecht, remarks upon the same line as laid down by
D’Anville, the royal French geographer, points out
what he deems erroneous in it, and takes credit to
himself in making it more favorable to tlse French
than the French had made it to themselves. The lot-
itude of 49 to the western ocean is his limit of the
British possessions.

I bave said that more material has been furnished
to me than | can use. Among these [ must acknow-
ledge the kindness of Mr. Edmund J. Forstall, of New
Orleans, a man of letters, and who send< me a refer-
ence to Postlethwait's Commercial Dictionary, which,
in fact, is the dictionary of Savary, inspector general
of French manufactures and commerce in the time of
Louis XV., and whose work was done into English,
with improvements, by Mr. Malachi Postlethwait,
whose name it bears with English readers. This dic-
tionary of Savary contains in the body of the work,
the description of the Utrecht line as shown on the
maps, and thus gives authority for what appears
there.

Another contribution, which I bave pleasure to
acknowledge, is from a gentleman of Baltimore, for-
merly of the House of Representatives, (Mr. Kenne-
dy,) who gives me an extract from the Journal of the
British House of Commons, March 5th 1714, direct-
ing a writ to be issued for eleclmi a burgess in the
place of Frederick Herne, Ezq., who since his elec-
tion, hath accepted, as the journal says, the office of one
his majesty’s commissaries for treating with commis-
saries on the part of France for settling the trade be-
tween Great Britain and France. The same entry
occurs at the same time with respect to James Mur-
ray, Esq., and Sir Joseph Martyn. The tenth article
of the treaty of Utrecht applies to limits in North
America, the eleventh and fifteenth to commerce;
and these commissaries were appointed under some or
all of these articles. Others might bave been appoint-
ed by the king, and not mentioned in the journals, as
not being members of Parliament whose vacated seats
were to be filled. All three of the articles of the
treaty were equally obligatory for the appointment of
commissaries; and here is proofl thatthree were ap-
pointed under the commercial articles.

One more piece of testimony and [ have done.
And, first, a little statement to introduce it. We all
know that in one the debates which took place iu the
British House of Commons on the Ashburton treaty,
and after that treaty was ratified and past recall,
mention was made of a certain map called the king's
map, which had belunged to the late king, (George
[11,) and hung in his library during his lifetime, and
afterwards in the foreign office, from which said office
the said map silently disappeared about the time of
the Ashburton treaty, and which certainly was not
before our Senate at the time of the ratification of
that treaty. Well, the member who mentioned it in
Parliament said there was a strong red line upon it,
about the tenth of an inch wide, running all along
where the Americans said the true boundary was, with
these words written along it in four places in King
George's handwriting: * This is Oswald's line,"
meaning, it is the line of the treaty of peace negutia-
ted by Mr. Oswald on the British side, and therefore
called Oswald s line.

Now, what | bave to say is this: That whenever
this royal map shall emerge from its retreat and re-
sume 1ts place in the foreign office, on it will be found
another strong red line, about the tenth of an inch
wide, in another place, with these words written on
it: Boundaries between the British and French pos-
gessions in America “as fixed by the treaty of
Utrecht.” To complete this last and crowning piece

' of testimony, I have to add that the evidence of it is

Lord Holland adopted | member of Congress, I should love to imitate the dec- | in the department of State, as is nearly the whole of

evidence which I have used in crushing this pie-pou-
dre insurrection—** this puddiclane rebellion "—aguinst
the truth and majesty of history, which, beginni
the Department of State, spread to al
the organs, big and little: then reached the Seoate of
the United States, held divided empire in this cham-
ber for four months, and now dies the death of the
ridiculous,

I have now got to the end of the errors which I
propose to correct at the present time. I have con-
sumed the day in getting ready to speak—in clearing

On another day, ifthe Senate pleases, [ will goto work
on the Oregon question, and endeavor to show how
far we may be wrong,

this bill proposes (which is not a copy of the British
act, but goes far beyond it) over an undefined extent
of territory, to which we know there are conflicting
claims. Light upon this point, at this time, may be
of service to our country; and I mean to discharge
my duty to her, regardless of all consequences to my-
sel

Mr. Havwoobp moved that the farther consideration

f the bill be postponed till Monday next; which mo-
tion was agreed 0.
A ———————————

GRrEAT Froop in THE ALLEGHENY.— Destruction of
Property and Loss of Life~Owing to the late heavy
rains above, there was a rise in the Allegheny river
yesterday afternoon of between five and six feet. The
destruction of property is said to have been greater
than has ever before been experienced on this river,
A large number of rafts broke luose from their moor-
ings and were swept away. The amount of loss sus-
tained, we have not as yet, been able to learn,

During the afierncon a great number of
were engaged in catching drift, and we regret to
state that three lads, thus employed, whose names
we could not Jearn, were drowned above the upper

bridge.— Pittsburgh Post.
The Jast Legislature of New York left it to a vote

of the le, whether the retail of spirituous liquors
should be licensed or not! The question was, license

ta tmajority

of the towns have voted no license, u‘thnhynut
ted majorities! The current of
ing seems to bave very much changed of
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